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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Potomac-Hudson Engineering, Inc. (PHE) has completed a wetland delineation for a 35-acre site
located in and near the City of Rainelle, Greenbrier County, West Virginia (Figure 1) currently
under investigation for the siting of a proposed coal co-production facility. The purpose of the
wetland delineation was to identify all jurisdictional waters of the United States, including
wetlands, located within the site’s boundaries and obtain a jurisdictional determination from the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to verify the extent of wetlands in accordance with
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The studies were conducted on behalf of the U.S.
Department of Energy, the project sponsor, and Western Greenbrier Co-Gen, LLC (WGC), the
entity which would construct and operate the facility. The information obtained during the
wetland delineation and verification of the wetland boundaries will also be utilized by PHE in
the Environmental Impact Statement being prepared for the overall project.

Within the overall 35-acre site, the co-production facility, kiln and coal storage area will be
located within the 28 acres on the south side of Sewell Creek. This part of the site extends to the
east and southeast across a partially leveled ridgeline that is part of Sims Mountain. This 28-acre
area is positioned just outside the southwestern boundary of the city limits of Rainelle on the
southern side of Sewell Creek (Figure 2). The remaining 7 acres are located on the north side of
Sewell Creek, within the city limits of Rainelle, and within the boundaries of a planned industrial
park known as the EcoPark. (Development proposed in any other parts of the EcoPark are not
part of the proposed project evaluated in this report.) Within the 7 acres on the north side of
Sewell Creek, awood brick facility is proposed. A road crossing over Sewell Creek is proposed
to provide access between the facilities on both sides of Sewell Creek.

The part of the site on the north side of Sewell Creek was the former location of the Meadow
River Lumber Company that operated from 1906 through 1970 (John Milner Associates, 2005).
The entire mill and lumber yards, including two former log ponds, were razed by 1975 and
vegetation currently coversthe site. Most of the site located on the north side of Sewell Creek is
an open field with small areas of trees. The part of the site on the south side of Sewell Creek
consists of a disturbed area associated with previous earth moving activities and approximately
15-acres of wooded area, part of which is wetlands and part of which islocated on ahillside. An
aerial photograph of the site and immediate vicinity is provided in Figure 3. Photographs of the
site and the wetland areas are provided in Appendix A of this report.

The limits of the proposed site have expanded from the time of the initial site planning efforts,
therefore, the wetland delineation was conducted in stages on April 19-23, September 13-16 and
October 18-20, 2004. Other properties, not located in Rainelle, are also part of this overall
project, such as the waste coal piles at Anjean, but these properties are not included in the scope
of this report since no wetland delineation efforts have occurred at the other locations.
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20 METHODOLOGY

21 Regulatory Background

The following is a definition of the term "wetlands’ as provided in the Corps of Engineers
Wetlands Delineation Manual (1987). Wetlands are:

"Those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a
frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances
do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil
conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs and similar
areas." (EPA, 40 CFR 230.03 and CE, 33 CFR 328.3).

Wetland determinations, using the Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual (1987), are
based on a three parameter approach. Under this methodology, an area must exhibit these three
characteristics to be classified as a wetland:

D hydrophytic vegetation;
2 hydric soils; and,
(3  wetland hydrology.

As defined in the Manual, hydrophytic vegetation is defined as macrophytic plant life growing in
water, soil or on a substrate that is at least periodically deficient in oxygen as a result of
excessive water content. A list of wetland plants has been prepared to describe a species affinity
for wetland conditions. The appropriate list for West Virginia is the National List of Plant
Foecies that Occur in Wetlands: Northeast Region (1988). Hydric soils are soils that are
saturated, flooded or ponded long enough during the growing season to develop anaerobic
conditions within the major portion of the root zone. The National Technica Committee for
Hydric Soils has developed criteria for hydric soil determination in addition to a list of hydric
soil types. Wetlands hydrology is the permanent or periodic inundation or soil saturation for a
significant period (7 days or more) during the growing season. Many factors influence the
hydrology of an area including precipitation, topography, soil permeability and plant cover. The
frequency and duration of inundation or soil saturation are the important factors in the
determination of the existence of wetland hydrology.

2.2  Field Methodology

The wetland delineation occurred on April 19-23, September 13-16 and October 18-20, 2004.
The purpose of the field delineation was to identify and delineate the limits of jurisdictional
freshwater wetlands and waters of the U.S. within the limits of the site. The delineation was
based upon the accepted methodology as outlined in the Corps of Engineers Wetlands
Delineation Manual (1987), which uses the three parameter approach, i.e., vegetation, soils and
hydrology, as discussed in the previous paragraphs.



The limits of on-site wetlands were determined and physically defined in the field by a series of
consecutively numbered flag points. The flags established during the April 2004 investigation
are blue, the flags established during the September and October 2004 investigation are
pink/black striped flags. All flags marking the limits of the wetlands are single flags, while the
flags marking the location of a recorded soil sample are double flags of the same color as those
nearby wetland flags. A typical wetland flag was labeled with two letters and consecutive
numbers, i.e.,, WA23 indicates “W” indicating wetland flag; “A” indicating the overall wetland
line designation; and “23” to indicate the actual flag number. Soil points were labeled as SP1
through SP14 and their proximity to an individual wetland flag was noted on the Wetland
Determination Data Sheets in Appendix B. A survey of those flag points, providing an accurate
representation of the wetland limits with respect to the property boundaries, is provided on three
maps in the back of this report along with alist of al of the wetland flags and soil points that
were established.

2.2.1 Vegetation

Since vegetation serves as an indicator of existing environmental conditions, the methodology of
the Manual directs the researcher to analyze the existing vegetation. Thisinvolves estimation of
existing plant species composition by direct observation. Wetlands are usually characterized by
the predominance of hydrophytic plant species. Conversely, upland areas would be dominated
by more xerophytic species, or plants better adapted to drier soil conditions. A mesic zone, or
the transition zone between wetland and upland habitat, is often comprised of a mixture of
facultative wetland species, facultative, and facultative upland species.

With respect to vegetation, the Manual places great emphasis on the presence of hydrophytic
species as indicators of wetland areas should these species be dominant within a plant
community; the determination of whether or not a species is dominant is based upon its
percentage of cover. Dominance, as defined herein, refers to the spatial extent of a species,
commonly the most abundant species in each vegetation stratum that, when ranked in descending
order of abundance and cumulatively totaled, exceeds 50 percent of the total dominance measure
(i.e., aerial cover or basal area).

The USFWS has assigned a wetland indicator classification to plant species as follows:
Plant Affinity for Wetland Conditions
Percent Occurrence In Wetlands

Classification

Obligate Wetland (OBL) > 99
Facultative Wet (FACW) 67 - 99
Facultative (FAC) 33-66
Facultative Upland (FACU) 1-33
Obligate Upland (UPL) <1

A positive (+) or negative (-) symbol used in conjunction with one of the facultative indicator
classes relates to a species preference to either the drier or the wetter end of its indicator class.
The positive sign indicates preference to the wetter end of the category and a negative sign is a
preference to the drier end. These wetlands indicator classifications were determined for species



found at the site and used in conjunction with their percentage of cover to determine whether a
prevalence of wetland species were dominant in any of the vegetation communities occurring on-
Site.

222 Soils

During the field survey of the property, a hand auger was used by PHE personnel to bore soil
samples to accurately document the extent of hydric soil conditions. The number of samples
examined took into consideration the size and variability of the site, including the changes in the
overal topography of the site. Soil samples were taken to a depth of approximately 24 inches
and were examined for color, texture, and moisture content. Soils were then field checked to
determine the Munsell Soil Color Chart designations. Hydric soils were identified by color in
relation to the Munsell Chart and/or other field indicators. The Munsell designation indicates the
soil color as removed from an auger or shovel hole. In general, soils are considered hydric if the
chroma of the soil sample, at the top of the "B" horizon, is less than or equal to one, or less than
or equal to two when mottling is present.

Although numerous soil samples were examined by PHE personnel during the delineation
efforts, only some of these samples were recorded. The information regarding the soils,
vegetation and hydrology at that particular sampling point is presented on the Wetland
Determination Data Sheets provided in Appendix B of this report.

2.2.3 Hydrology

Wetland hydrology is often the least exact and most difficult parameter to establish in the field,
due largely to the normal fluctuations in the relative abundance of water. Numerous factors
influence the wetness of an area including: precipitation, topography, plant cover, and soil
characteristics. Documenting the existence of wetlands hydrology on a site involves the
detection of field indicators which provide direct or indirect evidence of inundation or soil
saturation for seven days or longer during the growing season. Although these indicators are
quickly assessed in the field, professional judgment must be used to decide whether these
indicators demonstrate that the wetland hydrology criterion has been satisfied. Drift lines, water
marks, sediment deposits, root staining, scour areas, buttressed trees and drainage patterns are
some of the indicators which commonly identify wetland hydrology.

3.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS
3.1  Vegetation
The site consists of the following vegetative communities:

Open field areas, with areas of trees and shrubs, located on the north side of Sewell
Creek;



Forested areas, both upland and wetland, present as small patches of woods along the
north side of Sewell Creek and as larger, contiguous wooded areas on the south side of
Sewell Creek; and

Disturbed areas with only small amounts of vegetation located on the south side of
Sewell Creek.

The open fields on the north side of Sewell Creek were the site of the former lumber mill and
yard as identified during the archeological investigation (John Milner Associates, 2005)
conducted for this project. Subsequent to the demolition of the lumber company’s facilities in
1975, the field became vegetated. Also, as shown on the topographic map provided in Figure 2,
two ponds were present in this area when the map was photorevised in 1976. These ponds are no
longer present, but an isolated wetland identified by Flags WD1 through WD17 (Photo 11) was
delineated within part of the former southern pond. This wetland is located in a topographically
low area and is dominated by cattails. Another wetland dominated by cattails on the northern
side of Sewell Creek is present near the western edge of the site (see Flags WA 322 — WA333) on
the enclosed maps).

Currently, the upland areas within the open fields on the north side of Sewell Creek consist of
areas dominated by herbaceous species, including various grasses, wingstem, goldenrod, Indian
hemp and milkweed. Some parts of these fields are mowed occasionally, while other areas are
not and shrubs and young trees have become established. The species observed in the upland
shrubby areas include sumac, black cherry, multiflora rose, and blackberry in addition to the
herbaceous species listed above. In other parts of the field, such as near the eastern edge of the
area delineated along Sewell Creek (Flags WA16-WAS56, Photo 1) and in the western part of the
site near the CSX Railroad yard (Flags WA253-WA295), there are small, wooded areas. Part of
each of these wooded areas is upland and the remainder is wetland. The dominant species
observed in the upland section of the eastern wooded area included American beech, ironwood,
hawthorne, black cherry, jack-in-the-pulpit, mayapple and blackberry. The wetland area in this
location was vegetated with swamp dogwood, willows, sedges, sensitive fern and some skunk
cabbage. The wooded area near the CSX Railroad yard is vegetated with black cherry, flowering
dogwood, black willow, mayapple, sensitive fern and skunk cabbage. Along the banks of
Wolfpen Creek (WA227-WA?240, Photo 7) near this wooded area, young specimens of these
trees as well as poison ivy, goldenrod, blackberry and evening primrose were observed.

In addition to the above described features, three ditches are also present in the fields on the
north side of Sewell Creek (Flags WA72-WA89, Photo 3, WA112-WA128 and Flags WB1-
WB41). Another ditch is present on the north side of Sewell Creek, but it is located adjacent to
the railroad tracks and flows to Wolfpen Creek (Flags WA197-WA225, Photos 8 & 9). These
ditches are primarily vegetated with cattails, sedges, and soft rush. Some dogwood, arrowwood
and multiflora rose shrubs are present along the banks in some areas of these ditches.

On the south side of Sewell Creek, wooded areas are present on most of the hillside shown as
Sims Mountain on Figure 2 and in parts of the adjacent lower elevation areas. Most of the
wooded area adjacent to the north side of the hillside is a wetland with severa old channels
leading to Sewell Creek (Photos 22, 23 & 24). The dominant species observed in the wooded
wetland were red maple, pin oak, spice bush, swamp dogwood, cinnamon fern, jewelweed,



sensitive fern, and skunk cabbage. The wooded upland areas were dominated by red maple,
American beech, red oak, hawthorne, ironwood, Christmas fern, witch hazel and Virginia
creeper. Heading east along the base of the hillside, the site changes to a disturbed area
associated with previous earth moving activities. Additionally, part of the hillside has been
removed. The disturbed areas are dominated by barren areas as well as areas vegetated with
wingstem, grasses, sedges, soft rush, goldenrod and areas dominated by shrubs and young trees
including sumac, black cherry and black locust. On the eastern side of the hill, there is an
unnamed tributary (Photos 14, 15, 18-20) that flowsto Sewell Creek. Thistributary runs through
part of the disturbed area, but also through wooded areas of similar vegetation types as
mentioned above. Within the disturbed area, the tributary’ s banks are vegetated with sedges and
soft rush and some shrubs including elderberry and arrowwood. These two shrubs are also
common in parts of the wetland boundary along the edge of Sewell Creek within the site.

A detailed list of vegetation observed on the site is provided in Table 1. The data sheets for the
soil points recorded on the site also provide information on the vegetation present at those
particular locations (Appendix B). Photographs of the site are provided in Appendix A.



Table 1: Vegetation Observed During the Field Investigations of the Wetland Delineation Site

TREES

Red maple Acer rubrum

Striped maple Acer pennsylvanicum
Norway maple Acer platanoides
Sweet birch Betula lenta

Paper Birch Betula papyrifera
Ironwood Carpinus caroliniana
Shagbark hickory Carya ovata
Mockernut hickory Carya tomentosa
Flowering dogwood Cornusflorida
Hawthorn Crataegus sp.
American beech Fagus grandifolia
Green ash Fraxinus pennsylvanica
Red cedar Juniperus virginiana
Tulip tree Liriodendron tulipifera
Apple Malus sp.
Hop-hornbeam Ostrya virginiana
Quaking aspen Populus tremul oides
Black cherry Prunus serotina

Pin cherry Prunus pensylvanicum
Pear Pyrus sp.

White oak Quercus alba

Red oak Quercusrubra

Pin oak Quercus palustris
Swamp white oak Quercus bicolor
Scarlet oak Quercus coccinea
Black locust Robinia pseudoacacia
Black willow Slix nigra

Sassafras Sassafras albidum
American linden Tilia americana
SHRUBS

Smooth Alder Alnus cf. serrulata
Common barberry Berberis cf. vulgaris
Swamp Dogwood Cornus amomum
Autumn Elaeagnus Elaeagnus umbellata
Witch hazel Hamamelis virginiana
Spicebush Lindera benzoin

Bush Honeysuckle Lonicera sp.

Staghorn sumac Rhus typhina
Raspberry Rubus spp.
Multiflorarose Rosa multiflora

Pussy Willow Salix discolor
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Table 1: Vegetation Observed During the Field Investigations (continued)

Elderberry

Sambucus canadensis

Maple-leaf viburnum

Viburnum acerifolium

Withe-rod

Viburnum cassinoides

Arrowwood

Viburnum dentatum

Grape

Vitis sp.

HERBACEOUS SPECIES

Y arrow Achillea millefolium
Wingstem Actinomeris alterniflora
Ragweed Ambrosia artemisiifolia

Wood anemone

Anemone guinquefolia

Jack in the pulpit

Arisaema atrorubens

Common mugwort

Artemisia vulgaris

Asters

Aster spp.

Beggar ticks Bidens cf. frondosa

False nettle Boehmeria cylindrica

Sedge Carex crinita

Sedge Carex intumescens
Blue-cohosh Caulophyllum thalictroides
Oxeye Daisy Chrysanthemum leucanthemum
Spring beauty Claytonia cf. caroliniana
Virgin's bower Clematis virginiana
Umbrella sedge Cyperus strigosus

Orchard grass Dactylis glomerata

Jimson Weed Datura stramonium

Queen Anne'sLace Daucus carota

Deertongue Grass Dichanthelium clandestinum
Field Horsetail Equisetum arvense

Trout Lily Erythronium umbilicatum

Gill-over-the-Ground

Glechoma hederacea

Bluets

Hedyotis caerulea

Jewelweed I mpatiens capensis
False Rue Anemone | sopyrum biter natum
Soft Rush Juncus effusus
Everlasting pea Lathyrus latifolius
Lily Lilium sp.

Japanese honeysuckle

Lonicera japonica

Evening primrose

Oenothera biennis

Sensitive Fern Onoclea sensibilis
Cinnamon Fern Osmunda cinnamomea

Fall panicum Panicum dichotomiflorum
Virginia creeper Partenocissus quinquefolia
Pokeweed Phytolacca americana
English plantain Plantago lanceolata
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Table 1: Vegetation Observed During the Field Investigations (continued)

May Apple

Podophyllum peltatum

Japanese knotweed

Polygonum cuspidatum

Pennsylvania smartweed

Polygonum pensylvanicum

Christmas Fern

Polystichum acrostichoides

Curly dock Rumex crispus
Woolgrass sedge SCirpus cyperinus
Golden Ragwort Senecio aureus

Star Flowered Solomon'’s Seal Smilacena stellata
Bristly Greenbrier Smilax hispida
Roundleaf Greenbrier Smilax rotundifolia
Goldenrod Solidago spp.

Skunk Cabbage Symplocar pus foetidus
Dandelion Taraxacum officinale
Poison ivy Toxicodendron radicans
Red clover Trifolium pratense
Nodding Trillium Trillium cernum
Purple trillium Trillium erectum
Common Cattail Typha latifolia
Common mullein Verbascum thapsus
Violet Viola sp.

Common Blue Violet Viola papilonacea
Wooly Blue Violet Viola sororia

Cocklebur

Xanthium chinense

Source: Potomac-Hudson Engineering, Inc., January 2005.

12




3.2 Soils

Soils within Greenbrier County, as is typical in most areas, in part reflect the lithology of the
underlying rock formations and the respective physiographic provinces. Western Greenbrier
County, which includes the project site, is part of the Appalachian Plateau and contains generally
deep, easily eroded soils that formed in material weathered from shale. As described in the
Phase | Archeological Report (John Milner Associates, 2005) produced for this project, there are
three major soil associations are found within the vicinity of the site. These are:

Atkins-Teas-Monogahela association along Sewell Creek and other lowlands in the areg;
Teas-Calvin-Gilpin-Litz association in the upland ridges east of Sewell Creek and south
of U.S. Route 60; and

Dekalb-Gilpin-Laidig-Cookport association in the upland areas west of State Route 20
and south of U.S. Route 60.

These general soil associations are further broken-down into more specific individual soil map
units, as depicted in the Soil Survey of Greenbrier County, West Virginia (1972). According to
the Soil Survey, there are four soil map units present on the site asindicated in Figure 4. The soil
map unitsin order of abundance on the site are:

Atkins silt loam (At);

Calvin and Gilpin very stony soils, 25 to 40 percent slopes (CgE);
Monongahela silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes (MgB); and

Pope fine sandy loam (Po).

The Atkins silt loam soil type is classified as a hydric soil (i.e., that soil typically found in
wetlands) based on information obtained from the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural
Resources Conservation Service (12/27/04). The following paragraphs are descriptions of the
soil types found on site as excerpted from the Soil Survey of Greenbrier County (1972).

Atkins silt loam (At) — The Atkins series consists of deep, poorly drained, nearly level soils.
These soils are on bottom lands, generally near the base of the hills, but in certain places they
occupy the entire bottom. They are commonly along streams that drain the upland areas. These
soils formed in alluvium derived from upland soils that are underlain by acid sandstone and
shale. They are subject to flooding, as slopes typically range from 0 to 3 percent. Included in
mapping with this soil type were small areas of very poorly drained soils and small areas of soils
that have a surface layer of fine sandy loam. Also included were small, slightly more sloping
areason hillsides.

In atypical profile, the surface layer is dark grayish brown silt loam about 8 inches thick. The
subsoil extends to a depth of about 36 inches. The upper part is gray heavy silt loam, and the
lower part is gray light silty clay loam. Strong-brown mottling begins at a depth of about 8
inches. Below the subsoil is gray silty clay loam that contains thin lenses of sandy and silty
material. Thislayer extends to a depth of 50 inches or more.
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Permeability is moderately slow to slow, the available moisture capacity is moderate, and
fertility islow to moderate. The water tableis high.

The use of these soils for most purposes is severely to very severely limited by the high water
table and the hazard of flooding. Surface drainage is generally poor. The subsoil drains
moderately well into tile and into open ditches if the permanent water table is not too high. If
adequately drained, this soil is suitable for crops, such as hay or pasture crops mixed with water-
tolerant grasses or legumes.

Calvin and Gilpin very stony soils, 25 to 40 percent slopes — Any given area of this
undifferentiated group may consist of one or the other of these soils, or, more commonly, of
both. Also included in the mapping areas of this soil type are small areas of Dekab and Litz
soils and small, severely eroded areas.

The Calvin series consists of moderately deep, well-drained, reddish-brown stony soils. These
soils are on dissected uplands common in the west-central part of the county. They formed in
material weathered from reddish, acidic siltstone and shale.

The Gilpin series, which is commonly found with the Calvin series, consists of moderately deep,
well-drained, strongly sloping to very steep soils. These soils are also on dissected uplands in
the western portion of the county and formed in residuum weathered from gray acid siltstone and
shale and some interbedded sandstone.

In a typical profile of the Calvin series in a wooded area, a thin mat of dark-colored organic
matter covers the surface. The surface layer, below this mat, is dark-reddish brown silt loam in
the uppermost 2 inches and reddish-brown silt loam in the next 5 inches. The subsoil extends to
adepth of about 23 inches. The upper part is dark reddish-brown heavy silt loam, and the lower
part is dark reddish-brown very channery silt loam. Siltstone fragments make up 60 to 70
percent of the lower part. Red siltstone bedrock begins at a depth of 23 inches.

In atypical profile of the Gilpin series in awooded area, athin mat of organic matter covers the
surface. The surface layer, below this mat, is very dark grayish-brown silt loam in the uppermost
2 inches and brown silt loam in the next 6 inches. The subsoil extends to a depth of 22 inches.
The upper part is yellowish-brown, friable, shaly silty clay loam, and the lower part is yellowish-
brown, shaly heavy silt loam. Shale fragments are common in the subsoil and increase in
volume with increasing depth. Below the subsoil is yellowish-brown very shaly silt loam that is
about 75 percent shale fragments. Gray shale bedrock begins at a depth of 28 inches.

Both the Calvin and Gilpin series have moderate permeability. The available moisture capacity
and fertility of both series are low to moderate. Generally, these soils are better suited to trees
than to other uses. They are difficult to manage because of the large stones.

Monongahela silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes (MgB) — The Monongahela series consists of

deep, moderately well drained, gently sloping to strongly sloping, silty soils. These soils formed
in old alluvium washed from uplands that are underlain principally by acid sandstone and shale.
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In a typical profile, the surface layer is dark grayish-brown and pale-brown silt loam about 10
inches thick. The subsoil extends to a depth of 57 inches. The upper part is light olive-brown,
firm silty clay loam. The middle part is yellowish-brown, firm heavy silt loam. The lower part
if yellowish brown, very firm and compact silt loam that is mottled with light gray and yellowish
red. The very firm layer begins at a depth of about 27 inches. Below the subsoil is light
yellowish-brown, yellowish-red, and gray, firm light silty clay loam that contains some
sandstone fragments. This layer extends to a depth of 65 inches or more.

Permeability is moderate above the fragipan, but slow within it. The available moisture capacity
ismoderate. The water table is high in winter and spring and seepy spots are common. The use
of these soils is limited mainly be the seasona high water table and the slowly permeable
fragipan. The usefulness of these soils for building sitesis also limited by the high water table.

Pope fine sandy loam (Po) — The Pope series consist of deep, well-drained, moderately coarse
textured soils. These soils are on bottom lands, generally near streambanks. They formed in
recent alluvium washed from upland areas underlain by gray, acid sandstone and shale. These
soils are flooded at intervals ranging from once a year to once in 3 or 4 years; the length varies
by location.

In atypical profile of the series, the surface layer is dark grayish-brown fine sandy loam about 10
inches thick. The subsoil extends to a depth of 40 inches. The upper part is dark yellowish-
brown, friable fine sandy loam, and the lower part is dark yellowish-brown, very friable sandy
loam. Below the subsoil is loose, stratified silty, sandy, and gravelly material to a depth of 60
inches or more.

Permeability is moderately rapid and the available moisture capacity is moderate to moderately
low. The use of these soils is limited by flooding and by their tendency to be droughty. It has
been identified that the streambanks may need stabilization in some areas of the Po map unit.

During the wetland delineation, soil information was recorded at 14 different locations within the
35-acre site. These soil points are marked on site by double flags of the same color of the
wetland flagging used in that area. The information recorded at each of these locations is
provided on the Wetland Determination Data Sheets in Appendix B. Observations of the soils
encountered at these data points include that the soils recorded within wetlands consisted
primarily of gray to black soils, some with mottling. All of the wetland soils recorded were
primarily clay, although the amount of clay varied with location, i.e., some of the samples were
entirely clay, others were clay loam or silty clay loam soils. Although many of the upland data
points that were recorded consisted of clay soils, many of the upland soils observed throughout
the site were primarily sandy loam soils of varying colors. Gravel and pebbles were also
observed in some of the upland areas.

3.3  Hydrology

Sewell Creek isthe primary waterway within the site. Sewell Creek runs roughly in a southwest
to northeast direction through the limits of the site and continues a meandering course until its
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confluence with the Meadow River, located approximately one mile to the northeast of the site.
The Meadow River flows to the Gauley River which then flows to the New River. At the
confluence of the Gauley River and New River, the Gauley River watershed drains into the head
of the Great Kanawha River, and consequently, is captured by the Kanawha-New River Basin.
The Kanawha-New River Basin comprises most of the southern half of West Virginia and parts
of Virginiaand North Carolina. Within the vicinity of the site, Wolfpen Creek and Little Sewell
Creek are the primary tributaries to Sewell Creek. Wolfpen Creek has its confluence with Sewell
Creek in the northwestern part of the site and the confluence of Little Sewell Creek with Sewell
Creek islocated about one half mile northeast of the site.

The jurisdictional waters and wetlands delineated for this project were Sewell Creek, Wolfpen
Creek, unnamed tributaries to Sewell Creek, and low lying areas |located adjacent to both the
north and south side of Sewell Creek. Indicators of wetland hydrology in the areas delineated
included: defined channels, standing water, saturated soils, and/or mottling as observed in the
soil profiles (see Data Sheets in Appendix B).

40 RESULTS

Most of the wetland flags established by PHE within the site are associated with delineating the
boundaries of Sewell Creek (Photos 4, 5, 6, 10, 12 & 21). Other areas delineated on the north
side of Sewell Creek include, beginning on the western edge of the site and heading east:

(1) asmall, emergent wetland area vegetated primarily with cattails located adjacent to Sewell
Creek (Flags WA322-WA333; 0.052 acres);

(2) ashort ditch adjacent to the dirt roadway within the CSX Railroad property (Flags WA308-
WAZ318, Photo 13; 0.016 acres);

(3) asection of wooded wetland near the CSX Railroad property and west of Wolfpen Creek
(Flags WA 253-WA295; 0.479 acres);

(4) Wolfpen Creek from the railroad crossing south to its confluence with Sewell Creek (Flags
WA184-WA197 & WA 225-WA 240, Photo 7; 0.440 acres);

(5) aditch that runs parallel to the railroad tracks and enters Wolfpen Creek near the railroad
crossing (Flags WA 197-WA225, Photos 8 & 9; 0.109 acres);

(6) atwo part ditch, connected via a culvert, within the open field part of the site (Flags WB1-
WBA41,; 0.204 acres);

(7) an isolated, emergent wetland vegetated with cattails and sedges located within the open
field part of the site (Flags WD1-WD17, Photo 11; 0.232 acres);

(8) topographically low areas adjacent to a ditch within the open field and adjacent to Sewell
Creek (Flags WA 112-WA143; 2.362 acres);

(9) a ditch beginning within the open field that widens into a back channel area as it
approaches Sewell Creek (Flags WA69-WA 100, Photos 2 & 3; 0.389 acres); and

(10) a narrow wetland that exists within a portion of the wooded area and the adjacent open
field (Flags WA16-WAS56, Photo 1; 0.709 acres).

The areas delineated on the south side of Sewell Creek, include many back channels that are

separated from Sewell Creek by small upland areas (Photos 22, 23, & 24). Some of these back
channels are also separated from a larger wetland system that is located adjacent to the bottom of
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the hillside on the southern edge of the site. This larger, wetland system is a wooded area where
standing water was observed in some locations and a small, unnamed tributary (Flags WE33-
WE49 & WF1-WF24) provides runoff from the adjacent hillside. Most of these features occur in
the western half of the site on the south side of Sewell Creek.

Most of the eastern half of the site on the south side of Sewell Creek has been disturbed from
previous earth moving activities. In the eastern half of this part of the site, Sewell Creek was the
primary feature delineated. However, an unnamed tributary is located near the eastern edge of
the site that has several smaller tributaries of its own. Photos 14 through 20 provide different
views of this tributary and its smaller tributaries. As shown in the photos, some of the areas
along this feature are primarily open water, while other areas are wooded wetlands or narrow
drainage features without defined channels through wooded wetlands

The wetland boundaries presented on the maps provided in the back of this report (Figures 5
through 8) represent only those wetlands observed within the limits of the site. Many of the
features delineated by PHE continue beyond the limits of the site, such as Sewell Creek,
Wolfpen Creek, the unnamed tributary on the southern side of Sewell Creek and severa of the
wetland boundaries delineated on the south side of Sewell Creek. The following table provides a
list of all wetland boundaries established within the site during the April, September and October
2004 site visits.

The information provided in Table 2 corresponds to the accompanying Wetlands Delineation
Maps, Figures 5 through 8, prepared by Potomac-Hudson Engineering, Inc. The wetland
flags/stakes established by PHE were located by Marathon Technical Services Inc. using a GPS
(Global Positioning System) unit to obtain sub-meter accuracy. The GPS data was then
incorporated into an AutoCAD drawing provided by Potesta Associates, Inc. depicting the
topographic features, roadways, buildings, etc. to produce Figures 5 through 8. A CD with the
AutoCAD files of the Wetlands Delineation Maps is also provided with this report. Due to the
size of the site and the need to see the individual wetlands points clearly, the maps have been
divided into three figures (Figures 6 through 8), while an overall view of the wetlands
delineation is provided in Figure 5, located in the back of this report:

Figure 5. Wetlands Delineation — Overview: depicts an overall view of the project site
and the wetlands delineation at ascale of 1" = 120' (Sheet 1 of 4).

Figure 6. Wetlands Delineation — West Area: depicts the western section of the wetlands
survey areaat ascaleof 1" = 60'.

Figure 7: Wetlands Delineation — Middle Area: depicts the middle section of the wetlands
survey areaat ascaeof 1" =60'.

Figure 8: Wetlands Delineation — East Area: depicts the eastern section of the wetlands
survey areaat ascaeof 1" =60'.
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Table 2: Wetland Flag Information

Flag/Stake Numbers | Water/Wetland Type & Location Notes
WAL - WA337 Delineates northern edge of Sewell Creek, a | WA1-WAS308 (blue)
tributary in a wooded area, three ditches & | WA309-WA337
eastern edge of Wolfpen Creek (pink/black)
Photos 1-9 & 12, 13, 21
WB1-WB41- WB1 | Delineates a ditch in field on northern side | al blue flags
of Sewell Creek. Connected to WA linevia
aculvert.
WC1-WC69, Begins at edge of disturbed area on south | all blueflags
WC69a—- WC69e, side of Sewell Creek, delineates tributary, | Photos 10 & 18
WC70-WC118 southern edge of Sewell Creek & western

edge of a tributary on the eastern edge of
the site.

WD1-WD17-WD1 | Isolated, emergent wetland located within | Isolated wetland;

field on north side of Sewell Creek al blueflags
Photo 11

WEL1L - WE49 Southern edge of wooded wetland at base of | al pink/black flags
hill on south side of Sewell Creek & a
tributary

WF1 - WF69 Begins at top of tributary within site | al pink/black flags

WF69a-WF87 boundaries across from WE49, continues | Photo 24

WF87a, WF87b through wooded area, delineates a tributary,

WF88 — WF130 then part of southern edge of Sewell Creek,

then back into the woods. Ends at tree line
on western edge of site.

WG1 - WG48 -WG1

Delineates a tributary and part of the
southern edge of Sewell Creek, delineating
an upland pocket

all pink/black flags

WH1-WH46 - WH1

Delineates two tributaries in wooded area &
part of southern edge of Sewell Creek to
create an upland pocket

all pink/black flags

WJl -WJ3l Begins on edge of tree line on western edge | al pink/black flags
of site on south side of Sewell Creek. Photo 23

WK1 -WKS8 Begins & ends on edge of tree line on | al pink/black flags
western edge of site on south side of Sewell | Photos 22 & 23
Creek

WL1-WL14 Begins & ends along western edge of site on | al pink/black flags

south side of Sewell Creek

Photo 22

WO1-WO0O35-WO1

Delineates tributaries and part of southern
side of Sewell Creek near western edge of
site. Isolates an upland pocket

all pink/black flags
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Table2: Wetland Flag Infor mation (continued)

WP1 - WP12, WP12a, | Delineates south side of Sewell Creek and | all pink/black flags
WP13 -WP45 -WP1 | tributaries in wooded area; delineates
isolated upland pocket

WR1-WR42 -WR1 | Delineates oxbow of Sewell Creek in center | all pink/black flags
of site

WV1-WV38-WV1 | Delineates an isolated, upland pocket within | al pink/black flags
wooded area at base of hill on south side of
Sewell Creek

WX1-WX32 Delineates tributary on eastern edge of site | al pink/black flags
on south side of Sewell Creek Photos 18 & 19

WY1-WY92 Delineates western side of tributary located | al pink/black flags
on eastern edge of site on south side of | Photos 14-17 & 20
Sewell Creek

WZ1-W2Z55 Delineates eastern side of tributary located | all pink/black flags
on eastern edge of site on south side of | Photos 14, 15 & 20
Sewell Creek

NOTES:

The following flags are missing from the map and may or may not have been marked in
the field: WAZ270, WA274, WY26. Their absence from the map does not have a
significant impact on the wetland boundaries represented.

The flags established to mark the wetland boundaries were typically tied to vegetation.
However, in instances where no sturdy vegetation was present, the wetland flags were
tied to wooden stakes instead.

Source: Potomac-Hudson Engineering, Inc., January 2005.

During the field investigation in April 2004, PHE requested that a representative from the
USACE visit the site to conduct a preliminary review of the wetlands delineated by PHE that
week. Ms. Sarah Workman from the USACE viewed some of the wetland boundaries and
agreed with the delineation of the areas observed. Ms. Workman also identified one wetland
delineated by PHE (Flags WD1- WD17) as an isolated wetland feature. |solated features are
those not connected to a surface water tributary system and based on a Supreme Court decision
in 2001, are no longer subject to Section 404 (see Solid Waste Agency of Northern Cook County
v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (SWANCC). The boundaries of this feature remain on the
maps accompanying this report so that the USACE office may review the site in its entirety and
make a determination as to whether the wetland delineated by Flags WD1-WD17 will be
considered a jurisdictional feature or not due to its proximity to other wetlands. Also, the
location of this isolated wetland may be pertinent if the guidelines for regulating wetlands
change in the future prior to the completion of the proposed project.
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APPENDIX A

WETLAND PHOTOGRAPHS
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APPENDIX B

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEETS






DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigatars: MAKIFIEA | LA 05540 Date: 30}04
Project/Site:__ WGC i State:_WV County: GREE
Applicant/Quwner: Sample Point #: S ( nece
Municipality: @Y INELLC Block: Lots: ;’-'[/,tﬂ_ﬁll-fl

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant-community?
Yes & No

Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No K

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status Status
Trees H
1. 9alyx m'.‘:iie"&. FACW T
2 :
3.
4
5.
Saplings/Shrubs Woody Vines
6. _Resq ywuhflere FACY  T1s.
7. ' OCNUS o Erew 17. k
8. 5 18.
8. 19.
10. 20.

Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, .and/or FAC L%______,

[s the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? es ¥ No __ ;

Comments: 1€cd v Aan ‘5.’}10 A A Aovnirom ¥ Socte S
alt CAC or ioefey

Series/phase as mapped by SCS _em‘m ‘GN S'ﬁnt,h-l [Uﬂm

Subgroup On hydric soils list N .

DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR © MOTTLING% TEXTURE

oO-13" ey e ENI : clagy leam

13 -u" WETEETE 1R 6l 10%0 fandy; clay Todw
J4-15% 2,9y 3§ ldam - .
524" [pyR Yla 1.59R Y[l Lo lay loam .

—

Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No® :
Comments: _Seal vg b \pwo  Cvivorres velue & woith xno\'\\\-ﬁ&

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No ¥ Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No _x Depth to saturated soil:

Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: .
List other field evidence of surfaca inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes J% No
Comments:

Wetland e Non Wetland

- DATA ForM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigators: MAYaFrA | ¢ ossAaN Date: 4| 2

Praject/Site: W& T ! State: WY County: CECENBRICE.
Applicant/Owner: Sample Point #: S0, neac
Municipality: EaNEu Block: Lots: F"‘ﬂ WC (o

Do narmal environmental conditions exist at the plant community?
Yes _X_ No

Has the vegatation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No Y% .

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status . Status
Trees Herbs
1. Prusvs secphnes EACD 11. {e hy g ltg: e
2. 12. SenéCin durevs FACW
3. 13. £ ronvim Uy o
4, 14.
5. 15.
Sapli ub . Hoody Vines .
6. Lunderc venzown FACW~ . 16. Vios so =
7. Lornds amemom FACN 17. Sl
8. Resa muihFlg rec EACY 18.
9. 19.
10. . 20. .
Percent of dominant. species that are 0BL, FACW, .and/or FAC _Eﬁo/f)__
Is the hydrophytic vegatation cri erion met? Yes-- - No . ) }
Comments: FK: Veask S oF A owmimard Specues _f-r?_

N R 3 wde By
Series/phase as mapped by SCS }H-P-n\S st logm

Subgroup On hydric soils list YE&s _ .
DEPTH  HMATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR - MOTTLING% TEXTURE
p—1 1092 3} clay \pam
a-24* T zraB loan. .

—

Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil crite:;,([un met? Yes No®
Comments: _ SO\ VS o Mok Chicrener VAT gek,

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No 7~ Surface water depth: ____
Is the soil saturated? Yes No _%_Depth to saturated soil:

Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: _- . :
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes Ne =
Comments:

Wetland Non Wetland _g




'~ DATA FORHM
ROUTIME OMSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigators: MAWLEKN[ CAREY Date: i-}'ao]'o*f
Project/Site: _\WGC State: W\ County: R EENBT
Applicant/Owner:

> RECNBRICA-
Sample Point #: S22 neqac
Municipality: BaAmWELLE Block: Lots: . FLaG WA’

Do normal eavironmental conditions exist at the plant-community?
Yes _ X No

Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No X . .

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status i Status

r Herbs
%&Eﬂo‘ws Cartelinianag EAC 11, ‘;!iE]gc.qrws foeldvs  08L
s . 12. a JatiFella 8L

13, _J) h v umloy I Fac
14, <ppelcin gurevs FACW
15. @ HEE & —A&C
" smilacina s Fellata AW
Sapli Shrubs Woody Vines
5 Qe Facw 16,
S el Fle EACY 17 i

LUt W

— O 00~
—
fe-]

0. 20.

Percent of dominant. species that are OBL, FACH,.and/or FAC o Q0% b i
Is the hydro&\hxtic vegetation criterion met? Yes-¥: No
Te oo A

Comments: o S0y ot Mg dewavwarnd Specie s ode
CAC g :}Ker»)tff' :

Series/phase as mapped by SCS Yhoe 'F\“& S(l"‘A"{ ldq“"\
Subgroup \ O hydric soils list MO ;

DEPTH ~ MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR - MOTTLING%- TEXTURE
oo’ 2.5y 2y TiEYR 4]y 540 clay lpam
JH-20"  woe g L5 YR 4]Y 15%p clal;, [pam
A -aut o w5v gl 1 AR 4y Rocy alay

Avp 2, 5YR 4] 5% !

-

Othe; hydric soil indicators: :
Is the hydric 30i1 criterion met? Yes X No- :
Comments: (‘m\i NG \ow Gavorna Actues o eetthno,
-
Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No _¥ Surface water de

th:
Is the soil saturated? Yes X__ No ___ Depth to saturated soil: :Ei’&
Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hele: _- i i

-List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X No -
Comments:

Wetland }; Non Wetland i
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~ DATA FORM
ROUTINE OHSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigators: MAKOCIZA [ AR EY Date: H|22al0Yy
Praject/Site:_ WGCT State:_WV County: CREENBLAIER
Applicant/Owner: Sample Paint #: P 4 wnear
Municipality: RawOELLE Block: ots:

Do normal envirommental conditions exist at the plant- community?
Yes & MNo

Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No A .

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status . Status
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Comments: _ Sei\ 16 ¢ \(\\3{\ i@ Nodyeg

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes _ No _X _ Surface water depth: ____
Is the soil saturated? Yes No Depth to saturated soil:

Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hola: .
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes No X
Comments:
Wetland _ Non Wetland 7(

Flog A 35 7




: DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD
Field Investigators: MAVOEKA pate: _4laaz|oy
Project/Site:_ WGEE State:_ WYV County: GEEEYARIER
Applicant/Owner: Sample Paint #: S0 % near
Municipality: PAINE L Block: Lots: _. W17

Do nor)Ta] environmental conditions exist at the plant- community?
Yes

Has the ' vegetatinn, soils, and/or hydrolagy been significantly disturbed?
Yes ___. Mo

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status Status

11. 1Te e 8L

U1 B W R
—
w

Saplings/Shrubs Woady Vines
16. _

Saliy alaca EACw T

— 0 00~
—
o

0. . 20.

[
Percent of dominant. species that are 0BL, FACW,.and/or FAC M__.,
Is the hydr_o&hytac vegetatian crp};erin net? Y\es X No

Comments: cun o 2k Xbrean ot EOfE Coccnt S nye
YREC e udeVie

Series/phase as mapped by SCS _wa fro SQN#LL{ IOQM

Subgroup On hiydric soils list B0

DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR MOTTLING%. TEXTURE

03" __55Y 3.5/ 1 5/ 109c clay [oam

13-guY A sy 8] 1oNE 5/ 20%0 f'lm‘,la- lpam

Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes b4 No
Comments: ‘ix.\ % o \pw Cvcpwea oluet vk “mo\\\\mf}_

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No K Surface water depth
Is the soil saturated? Yes Ne Depth to saturated soil:
Depth to free-standing water in soil “probe hole: _4Y

- List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturatmn

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes e
Comments:

Wetland X Non Wetland _

DATA FORM
ROUTINE OﬁSITE DETERMINATION METHOD
Field Investigators: MAKOF g p Date: 13‘3]0"&
Project/Site: 2. State:_ \WV County: GREEABEIEL
Applicant/Ouwner: Sample Poiat #: Mlch
Municipality: RAWEWE Block: Lots: _ .

Do naqna'l environmental cenditions exist at the plant- community?
Yes

Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes ____ No™%

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status . Status
Trees Harbs
1. 11. Sengriodovrevs EACW
2. 12. Eguisebvm drvense EAC
3. 13. v
4. 14,
5. 15.
Saplings/Shrubs Ho Vines
6. Ehusg Funhind. ]"’“— 16,
7. Salhx awdnra. EACWT 17.
8. Rosa o Flore FAcV 18.
9. "Pruvavs Secetines EaCcl 19,
10. 20.
¢
Percent of dominant. species that are OBL, FACH, . and/nr Fac _Se
Is the hydraﬁ‘h{tlc vegetatlon cmtermn met? Yes - No
Comments: \eosy Yoo Ao el < FECIES fette

SAC oy kk"‘é«l‘(

Series/phase as mapped by SCS Pﬂ@@ fine Sandy \OGW\

Subgroup ___ On hyHiric soils list _NO

DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR © MOTTLING% TEXTURE
0-3"% 2,59 Al clay lpam
I 2.5y 3|1 ioye 41y 25%p claly loan
9~ 24n loNR 4|y r-ldul
Other hydric soil indicators: -

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No°

Comments: Sowy s &L \n.r-\n Chctray ~Volues

Is the ground surface 1nundated7 Yes No S Surface water depth: __
Is the soil saturated? Yes No 3 %__ Depth to saturated soil:

Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hele:
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soit saturatlon

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes No _ X~
Comments:

Wetland Non Wetland 2:




: DATA FORH
ROUTIMNE OMSITE DETERMINATION METHOD
Field Investigators: WAKIEWA | LUl pate: _q|13104
Project/Site:_ WGC " State:__wv/ County: GREEUBRIER.
Applicant/Owner: Sample Point #: =
Municipality: PAWNELLE Block: Lots: _- F“L’d WwWESR

Do normal envirommental conditions exist at the plant- comminity?
Yes & No

Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes ____ MNo X ;

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status " Status

T ) Herbs
1. icer Colarum FAC 1. Pawmosda twnamomen, FACW
2. 12. Pacer ¢rinira 6L
3. 13. \e L con FACW T
4. 14. i
5. 15.
Saplings/Shrubs . Woody Vines
6. Lindera ‘epzag FACwW~ 16.
7. Cornds amemom EACW }7.
8. i 8.
9. 19.
10. 20.

0,
Percent of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, -and/or FAC '.L
Is the hydrophytig vegetation criterion et? Yes-- X No _. :
Comments: (:'chi«r Ao ‘.Sbﬁo c:{l B . SQrees ot

L AL Y
CIC or yoety

Series/phase as mapped by scs _AHking < |t leam

Subgroup On hydric soils Tist YES .
DEPTH  MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR © MOTTLING% TEXTURE

0-3" 7 5% ul] 1L 5] vipYRGle 2070 Sy ¢ Idv-;laam-
3 -3 JWONR 5] 75YR Yl +ipve 5]% B )0 il ¢ lag |oanm
ST E SRR S 1oYE 5[ a5 pm‘ql lehm .

Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No :
Comments: S\ 6 ofF Vow Mvapencl volues 1o \v\t‘\“mg

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No X Surface water depth: _
Is the s0il saturated? Yes No Depth to saturated soil: 2%
Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: _- : ;
- List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.
raatted \eaves, evidencs pF pondina
Is the wetland hydrology criterion mst? Yes O No
Comments:

Wetland ﬁ Non Wetland

' DATA FORM
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigators: M AKOEWLA | QUi Date: 13/e
Praject/Site:__ WG State:_ WV County: Q%E@M@_
Applicant/Owner: : Sample Paint #: = i
Municipality: RAWNELLE Block: Lots: Flag wEg
Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant- community?

Yes _ X _No

Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No _X . .

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status " Status

Tree Herbs _
1. _Acec cvlbrum FAC: 11. folyshehun acrostclhe des FACU
2. : r ne J= 12, 51505 NG v w. FACU
3. 13.
4. 14,
5 15.
Saplings/Shrubs Woody Vines
6. ConXaeaus sp, b 16. .

7. Fagus dvand Blie, Ealy) 17.
8. _Wadwamlels \hfq‘mlgnv\- EAC- 18.
9. {fﬂchgs Care\ (aane. FAC 19.
10. .20,

Percent of dominant species that are 0BL, FACW, -and/or FAC * 9'15%

Is the hydrophytic vegetation critarion met? Yes.: - No X .

Comments: _ L ecs Awan =D c:E AWt Acr ot Spegies owe
CAC of urey

il
Series/phase as mapped by SCS (orlpin v : i s01]s M‘?d,&s/w
Subgroup On' hydric soils 1¥st ]

DEPTH HMATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR © MOTTLINGY% - TEXTURE
O~" 16Y2 33 sandy loaw
-1 12YR Z[3 sand by loam -
ATESYE ey 4[> &rmtl!.j leam

Other hydric soil indicators: - :
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yas No' _X
Comments: $ol \e 68 M i@n Virtwets Jeluel

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No X Surface water depth: __
Is the soil saturated? Yes No X Depth to saturated soil: T
Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: g
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion mei? Yes No _X_ -
Comments:

Wetland _ Non Wetland _ﬁ .




DATA FORM
ROUTINE OHSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Fie1d Investigators: ol AKOEKA [RyA pate: qlizley

Praject/Site: State: WV County: 5 RICR
Applicant/Ouwner: ___ Sample Paint #: SP° i
Hunicipality: EapELLE Block: Lots: F[ch wy-37

Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant- community?
N

Yes % 0 .
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No & .

Species Indicator Species Indicator
Status " Status

Trees . Herbs )
1. Quesens palustnis  Faew 11, _Cacex Crajra 058 L
2, T ; 12. _Twpa ADEhS EACW
3. 13. r duvs 9BL
4, 14, ] ) W
5 15. .
ﬁgglmg;(ShrubE : Woody Vines
6. Apuraum deviadum FAC: 16, Tonicodend ron Mad{cans ErE
7. _Betplo.  |entoo FACU 17
8. N [ 18.
9. 19.
10. 20.

A
Percent of dominant. species that are 0BL, FACW,.and/or FAC - 38'2:1 .

Is the hydrophytic v etatiun_caiteri n met? Yes.- X No

Comments: _[yecde N S o e Acveemordt Sgece s, ave
NMING oo ety :

Series/phase as mapped by SCS A"H(.ms skt iDqW\

Subgroup On hydric soils list _YES .
DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR © MOTTLING%- TEXTURE
n-~q" feN R Wy L5YA 41k 10 %p Clay logm
= loNe Y4io 1.5%8 vl [ riéul-

Adogn S\idel chen ol doun vl hile - Sel vees wet
T Yan rewura‘ui3  ovape ] 1
)

Other hydric soil indicators:

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes Mo ’

Comments: So\ o o Ongrvng Wolwes waih wcl\‘\\v\g

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No X Surface water depth: _
Is the soil saturated? Yes No Depth to saturated soil: swpFACE

Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: - A"
List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X No :
Comments:

Wetland Ié Non Wetland

© DATA Fory
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigators: MAKor ks | @uh pate: 411310
Project/Site:_ WEC State: _WV County: GREENBER
Applicant/Cwner: . Sample Point #: 5P|0 npal

i !

Municipality: RANELLE Block: Lots: __ Fm% wy-37

Do narmal envirommental conditions exist at the plant- community?
Yes _X_ No

Has the vegetation, soils, and/er hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No X .

Species Indicator Spacias Indicator
Status . Status

Trees Harbs iy
1. _Acec cvbeum Fac’ 110 PulysHowe accoshichoides PACY
2. _Acer platanodes N 12.0:2 .
i A [V 13. &
4. _DuPecds alba E&Ci 14,
5. 15.
Saplings/Shrubs Woody Vines
6. Pamawels T TNENS EAC— 16,
7. 17. :
8. ; 18.
9. 13,
10. . 20. ;
Percent of dominant. species that are 0BL, FACW,.and/or FAC " “20(0 :
Is the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met? Yes.- - No X, .
Comments: ﬂ*&% Yo Sl 6 Mo Aovnond Sodree 5 Gt

YINC of weder

- — e i -
Series/phase as mapped by SCS 16 a Sods RS- Ho 2.5l .j
Subgroup On hydric 50ils 1ist :

DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR © MOTTLING% TEXTURE
0-9" AT EEY R loam

9-10" Sy 3]y Iea.m_u.;l.izehyf_s.
55 £l\s 1aa @ "F"""Hﬁ'

TEE 2.53R s[4

Other hydric soil indicators:

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes No 5(.
Comments: _Seol\ \& drueh oo Volues

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No & Surface water depth: ____
Is the soil saturated? Yes No Depth to saturated soil:
Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: _-

- List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydroTogy criterion met? Yes No
Comments:

Wetland Non Wetland é




DATA FORM
DATA FORM ;

ROUTINE OHSITE DETERMINATION METHOD
ROUTINE ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD ]i \5} "
Field Investigators: RUA | MAYD FIKN Date: 5
Field Invest‘igators MAVOFLA oV A Dite: m@‘ /o Project/Site:_\WGC State: WV County: GREENBRI
Project/Site:_ \NGC, State:_ WV County: EL Appl icant/Cuner: Sampie Point #: S012 neac
App‘hgant/_()wner. Sample Point #: 5P| near Municipality: RANELLE Block: Lots: Fi wF‘i‘?
Municipality: faELLE Block: Lots: _. Flag s WH9 0!3
P JFS Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant: community?
Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant- community? AN W F 't Yas Ho ’ d
Yes No Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Has the vegetation, s0ils, and/or hydrology been s1gn1f1cant]y disturbed? -~ Yes Ng .2 ' / ¥ S v g ¥ ]
Yes Mo X
. . Species Indicator Species Indicator
Species Indicator Species Indicator Status . Status
Status . Status Trees I Harbs ;
ee , Herbs 3 W 1. 5 bl FaC 11. Splidage s )]
1. 3 Fanal A 11. | Cappn s = 2. Mudresd ohola A G = 12. J ]
2. Lornus Fleprida, FACU- 12. Cacby coin et opL 3. Cardoa. ovaks. cACLLU- 13,
3 13. vs £ ) L 4. [ 14,
4. 14. L= 5. 15.
5. 15. ;
' . Saplings/Shrubs Woody Vin .
Saplings/Shrubs : Woody Vines . 6. (ratneags sp ZD 16, w5 L.
5. . 16. : : 7. echerts cFlvelaalris  EACD 17,
7. 17. . 8. ; 9 18.
8. 18. 9. 19. :
9. 19. - 10. 20. ;
10. 20. . »
’ { Percent of dominant. species that are OBL, FACH, -and/or FAC " Iﬁ [o6
Percent of dominant. species that are O0BL, FACH,. and/n FAC b . Is the hydrpphytic v getatﬁ_cm ritepion met? Yas-- - No X
Is the hydrEph_vtm \regetat']on criterion met" Yes No Comments: f CI-C o)
Comments aNeodty Onon S 6 he Mo mn\(nﬁ e CAes

e ’\NQ '
Giie. CP\( O wedey .

Series/phase as mapped by SCS g l < H’ lo ) Series/phase as mapped by SCS _ﬂﬂ'brLS si-l (eqm_

- ’ Subgrou On hydric soils list g
Subgroup On hydric soils 1ist Y&ES . aroup varie Yes
) DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR MOTTLINGY TEXTURE
DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR - MOTTLING% TEXTURE ; )
1T EES FArTRTT G — [zam
= 5 ~lay ¢ 5-9° RTINS 1049
29" _ YoYZ a[= TONZ 4k 5077 cldy \ogm . S CO X 0 [P o

—

Other hydric soil indicators:
Other hydric soil indicators:

St b i ¢ = T Is the hydnc %g\\cmter n met‘r’\\Yes\\ No* *

e ric soil criterion me as 0 Comments \S CntDon G WG
Comment; %}b\\ \o o \.r-u > (\axTonCA \)p.\m\ Lo, ‘ﬁ\f:“\j\‘\'\?\f—:ﬁ' 5t A c B

v Is the ground surface inundated? Yes No Surface water depth: __
Is the ground surface inundated? Yas No Surface water depth: ____ Is the soil saturated? Yes No 5¢_ Depth to saturated soil:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No Depth to saturated soil: __ Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: -
Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: _. e List other field evidance of surface 1nundat1un or SoiT saturation.
- List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturatjon. :
Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes e MO W8

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X, HNo : Comments: Y v
Comments:

T Wetland Non WetTand X
Hetland i_ Non Wetland ‘ =




- DATA FORM
ROUTINE OMSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigators: EU&! Me WllanJ Date: 10,\‘1\0"*

Project/Site:_wWG(C State: W\ County: Gleenlnries
Applicant/Owner: Sample Point #: <D0/ ren-
Municipality: QAW C ULE Block: Lots:

F'ﬂg WF 13

Yes

Has the vegg;stion, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yas No :

Do no{Eal environmental conditions exist at the plant- comminity?
No

Species Indicator Spacies Indicator
Status i Status
Irees Herbs

)

. ¢or v timordes [ 14,
. J 15.

§ag!?gg§£5hrubg Woody Vines
Whernum f‘l‘v\'l‘n{'lv'l'\l EAC, . 16. .

» RSO ROS et e N 17,

1. Cratasaus sp. D 11. hewe g es FACU™
2. cer oot EAC 12. Hevace

3. S arand i in A 13.

4 .

5

= A0 D~ "
—
o)

0. 20.

Percent of dominant. species that are 0BL, FACH, .and/or FAC - 37%

s the hydrophytic vegetation criterion met?, Yes-- - No .

Comments: LeSS tWan_ 50°p o+%Yhe dovminant < perie S are
EAC oc wWeHea 1 :

Series/phase as mapped by SCS yﬁ-'l'k!ﬂs S H‘ [MM

Subgroup On hydric soils list _YES
DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR - MOTTLINGY% TEXTURE
4" 0¥ Y= Claw | oan
Lo1ot 10y~ yl3 (o4& 3[> 57p clahy |ean
0= \3" AYE 414 \2YR S5l 5% clend

[3-15+ 59 4ly jeye sl 5%
“”f;“" cefveal at 187 dve 4p rock

Sf.nd.»: Hmii [oam

Other hydric soil indicators:

Is the hydric soil criterion met? Ve No;x_l_

Comments: Sgl| (S r'»%r ‘mﬁ W pa values

Is the ground surface inundated? Yes —_No L Surface water depth: __
Is the soil saturated? Yes No Depth to saturated soil: __
Depth to free-standing water in soil probe hole: _- -

- List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes No ¢
Comments:
Wetland " Non Wetland &

~ DATA FORHM
ROUTIME ONSITE DETERMINATION METHOD

Field Investigatars: RQUA| Me M illan Date: 12[\4]é
WEE

Praject/Site: State:_\WV County: Grevnlod el .
Applicant/Owner: Sample Point #: P14 neh
Municipality: RAmdELLE Block: Lots: _. thﬂg
Do normal environmental conditions exist at the plant community? WFI13f
Yes _X. No . i
Has the vegetation, soils, and/or hydrology been significantly disturbed?
Yes No A )

Species Indicator Species Indicator

Status

1.

2.

3.

4,

5.

apli . oody Vi ; x
5. \is VB idnGng FAC- 16, Smtiqx cobuwnd o\ EAC
7. §fLE:£iﬁi,}i denkaron FPAC 17.

8. ; 18.

9. 19.

10. 20.

h e/
Percent of dominant. species that are 0BL, FACW, -and/or FAC ° 7' /0
Is the hydrgphytic vegetation c();iter n met?, Yes- K- No __ :
Comments: Xhay 54 nd

g

Series/phase as mapped by SCS A'{‘{CLU\S st Ll .
Subgroup On hydric soils 1list YE£S .

DEPTH MATRIX COLOR MOTTLE COLOR © MOTTLING%. TEXTURE

= of e

£z 1012 ul] oL
3 g \vOy 2 S WONR SIS ~ PYR e\ - o) 5 %o - | m.
Z - TS AT Wwias B[ 25 % r_h.'u.q. ¥

Other hydric soil indicators:
Is the hydric soil criterion met? Yes X No '
Comments: Seoil 16 oF |pw Cheoma yvalves with mokﬂlmar

[s the ground surface inundated? Yes No X Surface water depth:
Is the soil saturated? Yes No Depth to saturated soil: s_u_[@-
Depth to free-standing water'in soil probe hole: - { — ;

- List other field evidence of surface inundation or soil saturation.

Is the wetland hydrology criterion met? Yes X No :
Comments:

Netland- A

Non WetTand




LIST OF DATA SHEET LOCATIONS (Soil Points)

Wetland Flag Information

Flag/Stake Numbers

Water/Wetland Type & Location

Notes

WAL - WA337

Delineates northern edge of Sewell Creek, a
tributary in a wooded area, three ditches &

WAL-WA308 (blue)
WA309-WA337

eastern edge of Wolfpen Creek (pink/black)
Photos 1-9 & 12, 13, 21

WB1 - WB41- WB1 Delineates a ditch in field on northern side | all blue flags

of Sewell Creek. Connected to WA line via

aculvert.
WC1 - WC69, Begins at edge of disturbed area on south | all blue flags
WC69a — WC69e, side of Sewell Creek, delineates tributary, | Photos 10 & 18
WC70-WC118 southern edge of Sewell Creek & western

edge of a tributary on the eastern edge of
the site.

WwD1-WD17 - WD1

Isolated, emergent wetland located within

Isolated wetland;

field on north side of Sewell Creek all blue flags
Photo 11
WEL1 - WE49 Southern edge of wooded wetland at base of | all pink/black flags
hill on south side of Sewell Creek & a
tributary
WF1 - WF69 Begins at top of tributary within site | all pink/black flags
WF69a-WF87 boundaries across from WE49, continues | Photo 24
WF87a, WF87b through wooded area, delineates a tributary,
WF88 — WF130 then part of southern edge of Sewell Creek,

then back into the woods. Ends at tree line
on western edge of site.

WG1 - WG48 -WG1

Delineates a tributary and part of the
southern edge of Sewell Creek, delineating
an upland pocket

all pink/black flags

WH1 - WH46 - WH1

Delineates two tributaries in wooded area &
part of southern edge of Sewell Creek to
create an upland pocket

all pink/black flags

Soil Point Number Location Wetland or Upland Point
Soil Point 1 Near Wetland Flag WA142 Wetland
Soil Point 2 Near Wetland Flag WC60 Upland
Soil Point 3 Near Wetland Flag W257 Wetland
Soil Point 4 Near Wetland Flag W257 Upland
Soil Point 5 Near Wetland Flag WD17 Wetland
Soil Point 6 Near Wetland Flag W1 Upland
Soil Point 7 Near Wetland Flag WE8 Wetland
Soil Point 8 Near Wetland Flag WE8 Upland
Soil Point 9 Near Wetland Flag WY 37 Wetland
Soil Point 10 Near Wetland Flag WY 37 Upland
Soil Point 11 Near Wetland Flag WH9/WF94 Wetland
Soil Point 12 Near Wetland Flag WF94 Upland
Soil Point 13 Near Wetland Flag W126 Upland
Soil Point 14 Near Wetland Flag W126 Wetland

WJ1-WwWJ31 Begins on edge of tree line on western edge | all pink/black flags
of site on south side of Sewell Creek. Photo 23

WK1 - WK8 Begins & ends on edge of tree line on | all pink/black flags
western edge of site on south side of Sewell | Photos 22 & 23
Creek

WL1-WL14 Begins & ends along western edge of site on | all pink/black flags

south side of Sewell Creek

Photo 22

WO1 -WwWO035-WO01

Delineates tributaries and part of southern
side of Sewell Creek near western edge of

all pink/black flags




site. Isolates an upland pocket

WP1 - WP12, WP12a, | Delineates south side of Sewell Creek and | all pink/black flags
WP13 — WP45 — WP1 | tributaries in wooded area; delineates
isolated upland pocket

WR1 - WR42 - WR1 | Delineates oxbow of Sewell Creek in center | all pink/black flags
of site

WV1-WV38-WV1 | Delineates an isolated, upland pocket within | all pink/black flags
wooded area at base of hill on south side of

Sewell Creek

WX1 - WX32 Delineates tributary on eastern edge of site | all pink/black flags
on south side of Sewell Creek Photos 18 & 19

WY1-WY92 Delineates western side of tributary located | all pink/black flags
on eastern edge of site on south side of | Photos 14-17 & 20
Sewell Creek

WZ1 - WZ55 Delineates eastern side of tributary located | all pink/black flags
on eastern edge of site on south side of | Photos 14, 15 & 20
Sewell Creek

NOTES:

e The following flags are missing from the map and may or may not have been marked in
the field: WA270, WA274, WY26. Their absence from the map does not have a
significant impact on the wetland boundaries represented.

e The flags established to mark the wetland boundaries were typically tied to vegetation.
However, in instances where no sturdy vegetation was present, the wetland flags were
tied to wooden stakes instead.
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7830 Old Georgetown Rd.

), BETHESDA, MD 20814
Figure 5 - Wetlands Delineation -
Overview
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Id Georgetown Rd, Ste 220, BETHESDA, MD 20814
Figure 6 - Wetlands Delineation - [/ [}
Middle Area

:-"W il Western rier Co—Gen Faollity
Rainelle, West Virginia
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